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Summary: the Context of the Sustainable Harvest
Model Data

Harvest model outputs are seen as reliable but are subject to
further verification & possible changes

Information regarding harvest levels for various scenarios

Data on conservation benefits and detailed forest economics
available later in April

— Substantial change in harvest levels without clear linkages to Lake
Whatcom water quality: “DNR’s contribution .... not expected to be
a significant part of the problem”

— Slope Stability & Public Safety: of great importance. Some probable
gains but should be evaluated against the backdrop of existing
regulatory and policy protection features.

Re-analysis of Modeling Scenarios B & C completed

— Conservation benefits should marginally increase while harvest levels
have fallen, compared to the numbers contained in this report

— Subsequent chart shows new data
4/8/02 Draft: Subject to Changes &
Amendments over time.




Biological Capacity:
Tier 1

Legend

—  Lake Whatcom Landscape Boundary
Rivers
—  Roads

Lake Whatcom

B wpiRcA

DNR managed forest lands with Forest Resource Plan
and HCP management considerations

4/8/02 Draft: Subject to Changes &

Amendments over time.



HCP: Tier 3

Legend

—  Lake Whatcom Landscape Boundary
Rivers
Roads
Lake Whatcom

DNR managed forest lands specially constrained for mass wasting,
riparianiwatland and wind buffers

B eeiRcA

DNR managed forest lands with Forest Resource Plan 4/8/02 Dratft: Subject to Changes &

and HCP management considerations .
Amendments over time.




Scenario A

Legend

——  Lake Whatcom Landscape Boundary

Rivers
Roads

Laka Whatcom

DNR rnana?ed forest lands apeciallr constrained for mass wasting,
slopa stabilty, inaccessibla araas, rparian/watland and wind buffers

B NAPINRCA

ONR managed forest lanls with Forest Resouree Plan
and HCP management considerations

4/8/02 Draft: Subject to Changes &
Amendments over time.



Scenario B

Legend

Lake Whatcom Landscape Boundary
Rivars
Roads

Lake Whatcom

DNR managed forest lands specially constrained for mass wasting,
slope stabilly, inaccessible areas, riparian/wetland and wind huffers

B ApINRCA
ONR managed forest lands with Fores! Resourea Plan 4/8/02 Dratft: SUbjeCt to Changes &

and HCP management considerations Amendments over time




Scenario C

Legend

Lake Whatcom Landscape Boundary
Rivars
Roads

Lake Whatcom

DNR managed forest lands specially constrained for mass wasting,
slope stability, inaccessible areas, riparianiwetland and wind buffers

| NAPINRCA
DNR managed forest lands with Fores! Resource Plan 4/8/02 Draft: Subject to Changes &

and HCP management considerations .
Amendments over time.
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Draft Tier 1: Lake Whatcom Landscape
Area by Selected Year and Stand Stage
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Area (%)

100%

Draft Tier 3: Lake Whatcom Landscape
Area by Selected Year and Stand Stage
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Area (%)

Draft Scenario A: Lake Whatcom Landscape
Area by Selected Year and Stand Stage
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Area (%)

100%

Draft Scenario B: Lake Whatcom Landscape
Area by Selected Year and Stand Stage
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Area (%)

100%

Draft Scenario C: LAke Whatcom Landscape
Area by Selected Year and Stand Stage
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Amendments over time.
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4/8/02 Draft

B HCP 1 Scen. A E Scen. B 4 Scen. C

from essentially noth
*47% with the HCP
*73% with Scenario A
*76% Scenario B
*82% Scenario C

Substantial Amounts of Older
By the year 2200, steady

mcreases

Lake Whatcom




Draft; Average Harvest Volume

HCP & FPA: Dedicates
over 50% of productive
capacity for ecological &
social benefits

< HCP “decision space”,
one definition of
sustainability

-—

Biol. Baseline HCP (Tier 3)
(Tier 1)

4/8/02 Draft: Subject to Changes &
Amendments over time.




Draft: Average Harvest Volume

Some 3/4 Dedicates
3/4 of productive
capacity for
ecological & social
benefits

| Based on legislation

Biol. Baseline HCP (Tier3) ScenarioA  designed to increase
Tier 1 water quality and public
( er ) safety

4/8/02 Draft: Subject to Changes &
Amendments over time.




Draft: Average Harvest Volume

Dedicates about
90% of
productive
capacity for
ecological &
social benefits
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Biol. Baseline HCP (Tier3) ScenarioA  Scenario B
(Tier 1)

Rotation goes from 60 to

140: 25%, green tree 4/8/02 Draft: Subject to Changes &
’ . Amendments over time.
retention




Draft: Average Harvest Volume

Moves the decision
space to allocate 93%
Of the productive
capacity for ecological
& social benefits
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Biol. Baseline HCP (Tier3) ScenarioA ScenarioB  Scenario C
(Tier 1)

Rotation goes from 60

to 2005 40% green tree 4/8/02 Draft: Subject to Changes &
retention Amendments over time.




Draft: Average Annual Harvested Acres by
Harvest Type
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0 Regeneration Harv. H Thinning

4/8/02 Draft: Subject to Changes &
Amendments over time.
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